Th e article reveals the role of the subjective factor in decision-making in the international sphere, based on analysis of the results of surveys the opinions of experts and decision makers from 16 countries of the Asia-Pacifi c region. Th e main objective of the study was to identify the views of the experts on the characteristics of the situation in the Asia Pacifi c region: economy, security, risks and threats and ways to overcome them, and most importantly -the main directions of the cooperation of the Asia-Pacifi c countries with Russia and methods of their implementation.
It should be noted that the Eastern elite is a very closed structure which is diffi cult for external actors to penetrate and receive information from. However, in the framework of the international project «Dialogue partnership as factor of stability and integration» («a Bridge between the East and the West») longterm close contact was established with experts and the excellent reputation of the project allowed them to receive information whilst protecting respondents' confi dentiality.
Experts give a comprehensive description of the situation in the Asia Pacific region based on the development of their countries (their cumulative potential), determine the level of security in the Asia Pacific region, the risks and threats, the possibility of conflicts, characterize the hierarchy of countries (in respect to leadership) and the international organization of the region (in terms of efficiency), indicate the need for energy resources, and offer the best routes for the transportation of hydrocarbons, including the Eastern direction of hydrocarbon exports.
Th e surveys are primarily aimed at fi nding optimal ways for cooperation between the countries in the region and outside powers, identifi cation of eff ective methods and mechanisms for developing cooperation and strengthening integration, as well as eliminating risks and threats that impede this integration. Th e surveys are carried out in the form of continuous monitoring and are complemented by statistical data and content analysis from publications in specialized media and research literature.
We present the results of the surveys. Th e current situation in the AsiaPacifi c region is assessed by 59% of the experts as stable, by 19% as the relatively stable, and by 22% as unstable due to local confl ict. Table 1 below shows the dynamics of expert opinion since 2005, when the prevailing assessment of the situation was as unstable (54%). However, from in varying degrees. Regarding the risks and threats that destabilize the situation in the Asia-Pacifi c region, the experts named the following: Table 2 Risks and threats, % One of the examples of an aggravation of the situation due to the increased competition for energy resources and the territory they possess, as stated by the experts, is the worsening situation in the South China Sea concerning ownership of the Paracel and Spratly Islands, where the dispute is between China, Vietnam, Malaysia, the Philippines, Brunei and Taiwan.
Based on these estimates, the experts made predictions about the possibility or impossibility of the onset of military conflict. Table 3 Th ese likelihood estimates decreased in connection with the nuclear testing in North Korea in 2013 to 72%, in 2014-2015 to 70% and in 2016 to 68%.
Answers to the expert's question: "How did the situation in the far East and the Asia-Pacific region change?" are important in the sense that European and Asian mentalities differ. Very often we and our Asian partners perceive the same events in a different way, so the answers to this question not only state the changes occurring in the region, they also reveal how they are evaluated by the representatives of Asia-Pacific countries, indicating which events are assessed as positive. The knowledge of these assessments and the assessment criteria used by our partners, will allow us to effectively build a foreign policy in the Eastern direction and subsequently its energy component, in order that Russian energy policy is not perceived as a severe energy expansion, threatening its neighbors and forcing them to do certain things under pressure from the "energy switch".
Th e departure from a clear USA -Soviet Union confrontation and the transition from a hostile relationship with China to a strategic partnership with that country was attributed by the experts to positive changes in the far East and Northeast Asia in comparison with the previous period. Th ey noted the eff ectiveness of the prudent and pragmatic policies of China, which focused on economic interests, not ideological diff erences. Th e major conclusion made by the experts: "Th e main positive point is the relative stability in the region, as the parties understand the consequences of confl ict and its aggravation".
What advice is given by the experts to the Russian experts leading negotiations with Asian partners?
A Number of Russian experts (2005-2007) paid attention to the fact that controversial issues should be approached in a sober and non-ideologized way and not only in terms of concessions. Th e diffi culty is that oft en the persons negotiating and making critical decisions confuse the assignment with a compromise, and aft er making a concession, wait in vain to get something in return (Kompleksnaya kharakteristika situatsii v ATR, p. 174).
In theory of eff ective negotiations it is clearly indicated that compromise involves getting one thing in return for another. Th e concession is giving something without compensation, without receiving anything in return. Concessions are made to demonstrate goodwill, to form positive public opinion. A concession can be made by a strong party to demonstrate good intentions, or a weak party, knowing that unless the concession is made, the object of controversy will be withdrawn. And it is very important not to be mistaken with assessments and to give an adequate assessment of the situation in order to defend one's interests (Yuri, 1992, p. 5) Moreover, a negotiator should always remember the national interests of their country and not be afraid to say "no" when the conditions are disadvantageous or even dangerous tonational interests. Never underestimate or overestimate the other side. Our Asian partners (this concerns Japan, China, and South Korea) always negotiate from a tough standpoint of their national interests, which they will never compromise. Russia has yet to learn from them such a persevering stance in defending their national interests (Kompleksnaya kharakteristika situatsii v ATR, p. 174).
Never forget about the specificity of the Asian partners and neither attributes your traits to them, nor expect from them actions and proposals falling into our logic.
They are different: they have different history, culture, traditions, and a different perception. And they have a different logic. For them it is logical and fair if that serves the realization of their interests. It is impossible to impose European perceptions and European standards. They recognize only strong partners without the slightest weakness, and will pull out one concession after another, coming back for concessions again and again. Only a strong partner will be considered as equal by them. The international legal instruments will not stop them when the situation changes. They are ready to interpret any document to their advantage, and will easily review and change partners and coalitions. Hard pragmatism lies at the core of all their actions (ibid.). From 2005, the experts noted that there was an active struggle for dominance in the region between the US and China. Back then, China was rapidly catching up with the US in terms of development, which was a success and has since become a leader in North-East Asia as stated in the responses of the experts (answers from 2006-2016).
After more than three decades of reforms China four-times doubled its gross domestic product per capita, i.e., increased its economic potential by 16 times.
Chinese experts predict that by 2020 China will have the world's largest economy, will overtake the US in economic terms, and its GDP will exceed the US GDP by 1.04-1.74 times.
Active Regarding Russia's role in the region, the range of experts' opinion is very wide. Five percent of the experts assessed our country as a great power with great potential: "Russia is a great power, it is not a balancer and not a regional power", "Russia is also a leader in APR, it possesses nuclear weapons and large armed forces, the enormous resource potential, and, primarily -energy" (Answers of the experts from China in 2012-2016).
Forty-six percent of the experts indicated that the role of Russia in the Asia Pacific region is very small, although it has a high technological potential and rich resources, a developed defense industry and nuclear weapons. But Russia lost many positions which were taken in the region by the Soviet Union. The Russian experts also noted that our interest in the Asia-Pacific region is big; we want to be there and to play a significant role, but strength is not enough. Russia has been negotiating with ASEAN for a long time. A lot of words, but the results are still very scarce (20% of responses from the Russian experts).
Indonesian experts said that it is necessary to understand and take into account local peculiarities, to understand the Asian way of institutional development, because intercultural dialogue by the participants of the communication process is needed for the stability and confidence-building. ASEAN and Russia have signed a number of documents. We must remember that the focus on cooperation in Asia envisaged by the treaties has been increased due to the huge market capacity and rates of production in the region.
Th e experts emphasized that Russia can play the stabilizing role in the economy, energy, and security (peacekeeping, combating international crime and prevention of military confl icts) in the Far East and Asia Pacifi c. Only 4% of experts said that our country will be able to play the role of balancer between the U.S. and China.
All of the Chinese experts talked about close and fruitful cooperation with Russia, and stressed that in the North-East Asia region, the Russian Federation should fi rst and foremost have cooperation in the energy sector with China, stating that oil, gas and electricity cooperation is Russia's strong point, and in the fi eld of Micropower (it is the PRC strong point), it is needed to develop cooperation in science, technology, and to make wider exchanges in scientists and students.
Th e general opinion of experts on the characteristics of Russia was vividly expressed at the Moscow urban forum in December 2014: "You go at a high speed on his ship and at the same time you build it" (Kompleksnaya kharakteristika situatsii v ATR, p. 49).
All of the experts noted that China is the leader in the region. It is the largest consumer of oil, gas and energy. It obtains a lot of this from Russia and intends to increase this export. China is the second largest importer of oil and energy aft er the United States. In July 2011, China for the fi rst time in history surpassed the United States in its reliance on foreign supplies of oil.
At the moment, the largest oil producers in the Asia-Pacifi c region are China, Indonesia and Malaysia, while the biggest gas-producers are Indonesia, Malaysia and Th ailand.
Expert opinion on eff ective areas of cooperation in the energy sector is unanimous. Russia's oil and gas export is effi cient in North-East Asia, China, the Republic of Korea, Japan, and possibly in India (TAPI pipeline), but the Afghanistan issue needs to be resolved.
Experts from South-East Asia stressed that as their countries have their own oil and gas, the optimal areas for cooperation with Russia include joint exploration and development of oil and gas fields, and development of transport communications and the downstream. They noted that the Russian Federation has level nuclear technology and the best and most advanced nuclear power stations in the world, and expressed interest in cooperating with Russia in this sphere.
Th e experts expressed the solid opinion that the development of the economic integration of the Asia Pacifi c countries will contribute to the solution of one of the most important questions of resource and energy security for sustainable development in the region. And here the opinions of experts are unanimous: energy cooperation is the basis for integration, prosperity and security in the region.
Regarding Russia's role in the Asia Pacifi c region, the range of expert opinions was broad throughout the entire period of the poll: 38% in 2005 and 19% in 2010 to 7% in 2014 and 5% in 2015-2016, said that Russia can be a strong partner only as a stabiliser to balance the development of the region, to maintain peace and prevent armed confl icts, and to ensure energy security and economic cooperation. Th is means that the potential of the Russian Federation is not enough for unilateral action, its power will be only in the Alliance, and much will depend on how well and effi ciently the alliance will be built and the partners will be selected. Th e data in Table 6 show that collective, group and individual assessment of leadership in the countries diverge sharply. Russia was assessed by the Vietnamese, Mongolian and Chinese experts as a "great power". Moreover, such responses of Chinese experts by 2014 almost disappeared, and then in 2015-2016 skyrocketed to 68%.
Thus, we see how the geopolitical situation in the Asia-Pacific and in the all world was changed. Russia needs to take into account these changes and global challenges in the relationships with partners in the Asia Pacific region developing.
